7   DECEMBER   1782

\*hich has lately come to my hands, the original of which I understand
was written by Philip Francis Esqr., late a member of your Honourable
Board, to the Select Committee of the Court of Directors, with the intent
of fixing on me the imputation of what I esteem the meanest species of
corruption; when you have perused it you will not be surprized at my
anxiety to refute the insinuations contained in it, which is fully done
by the affidavits which I have caused to be annexed to it. To those
affidavits, as far as they relate to me, I am ready and willing to add my
own confirmation on oath.

[at] It being necessary to communicate the copy of Mr. Francis's letter
to Messrs. Fraser and Bayne for the purpose of procuring their affidavits
in answer to such parts of the letter as concerned me, they have desired
to add to their affidavits such matters as they have thought necessary to
clear away imputations which they think cast on them by the same letter,
and to deny some facts positively asserted therein.

[3] I have likewise written a letter, in which these are inclosed, to
the Court of Directors, which I send to you unsealed. The purpose of
this part of my address to you is to request that you will, after having
read the whole, replace the several inclosures, seal it and permit it to be
transmitted to the Court of Directors by your next dispatch for Europe,
and if it be not irregular that copies of the whole may be entered on
your proceedings.

[4] I have learnt from report, but not from any letters which I
have received from England, that the same gentleman has accused me
before a committee of the House of Commons of having committed an
offence against the Act of the igth of His present Majesty, by having
accepted as a compromise with the Governor General from your Honour-
able Board the office of judge of the Suddur Dewanny Adawlut with a
large salary annexed thereto. The acceptance of the salary and not of
the office I suppose to be charged as the crime.

[5] The Governor General and Council are individually subjected
to the same restrictions, with regard to emoluments, in the same clauses
in the Act and by the same words as the judges. Yet two of the Counsellors
(one within a year after the Act past and before he proceeded to Bengal)
have been appointed openly by the East India Company Commanders
in Chief of the forces in India with considerable salaries, and have received
and enjoyed their salaries. I could not imagine after an office with a
salary had been thus accepted by gentlemen under the same restrictions
as I am, with the knowledge of the King's ministers, of the Parliament
and of the whole nation, and "after they were suffered to receive the
emoluments of their offices without molestation, that the acceptance of
an office of great trust and real business, though with a salary, could be
deemed illegal in me. For I cannot conceive, if the Statute prohibits a
Counsellor from accepting an office with emoluments, that the appoint-
ment having been made publickly and notoriously could alter the essence
of the fact itself and except it out of the law; though as this past not
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